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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 
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Status 

1 )I3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 13 June 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)S This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-16, and 20 - 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. patent application 20040252683 to Kennedy et al in view of 
either U.S. patent 5,845,267 to Ronen, or U.S. patent 6,938,171 to Isomichi et al. 

With regard to claim 1 , Kennedy teaches creating a cross-connection between 
two endpoints, said endpoints comprising public IP addresses (par 32 line 4; par 53, in 
its entirety). Kennedy does not however teach providing a cross-connection ID to the 
two endpoints. 

Ronen teaches the fundamental concept of providing a connection ID for this 
information. See col 4 lines 40+. Isomichi teaches this in col 4 lines 25+. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have provided a cross-connection ID to Kennedy in light of the teachings of 
either one of Ronen or Isomichi et al in order to simplify the connection establishment 
process. 

With regard to claims 2-4, see par 7 and 33 of Kennedy. 
With regard to claim 5, note the server in Kennedy. 
With regard to claims 6-11, see par 32 of Kennedy. 
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With regard to claim 12, see the rejection of claim 1, and note that it would have 
been an obvious variation well within the ordinary skill in the art to apply the teachings 
of connecting 2 endpoints in the manner described in Kennedy to 3 endpoints, as cited 
in this claim. 

With regard to claims 13-16, see the rejections above. 
With regard to claims 20 - 23, see the rejection of claims 1 and 12 above, and 
note that, with regard to claim 23, a session manager is taught in Ronen, member 116. 

3. Claims 17-19 and 24 - 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
obvious over U.S. patent application 20040252683 to Kennedy et al in view of either 
U.S. patent 5,845,267 to Ronen, or U.S. patent 6,938,171 to Isomichi et al as applied 
above, and further in view of U.S. patent 6,671 ,262 to Kung et al. 

Kennedy/Ronen or Isomichi et al teach the invention as described above, but do 
not teach mixing the packets. This is taught in Kung et al. See col 1 1 lines 45+. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to have mixed the packets of Kennedy/Ronen or Isomichi et al, in light of the 
teachings of Kung et al, in order that a conference call me be set up. 

4. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being obvious over U.S. patent 
6,671 ,262 to Kung et al in view of U.S. patent 5,845,267 to Ronen. 

Kung teaches mixing endpoint information as discussed above, but does not 
explicitly teach using a cross connection ID. This is taught in Ronen as discussed 
above. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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invention to have used a cross connection ID in Kung in light of the teachings of Ronen 
in order that a connection may be more effectively created. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven Blount whose telephone number is 571 - 272 - 
3071 . The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00 - 5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mr. Chau Nguyen, can be reached on 571 - 272 - 3126. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Ajit Patel 
Primary Examiner 




